Dr . Gary. aguillar 5/ 27 /•.; 5 

909 Hydebt. , »5 30 

San Francisco, OA 94109 

Dear Gary, 

I've x’ead your 5/22 jmd your 3/30/95 paper with it. iieti lleitheraddeesses the 

question 1 believe you and iiantik should address bofoe risking ydur reputations. 

A 

In law schools there is sometimes a moot court in which during a class some- 
one in a stx’ange getup enter s, walks through the room doing strmige tilings, knaves and 

the class' is aslcei to describe wilt it .just saw. There is wide disagreement in the papers 

0 ^ 

turned i*. They all saw the same tiling bul. they do not by any means all describe the 

same thing. It is to teach lawyers how undopond. ble e^witness recolledion of observations 

can be. Ot <^s Godfrey Strife put it in his poein^lar about the tliree wise and blind J1 indu- 

stcinti men who were token to an elepant. One felt the tail and desribed it as a rope. 

Anober the sidea and described it as a wall, The Jog begame a free, the tunk a snake, 

\ * 
etc J aside from wldch nijuiy of these nodical people wore influenced by very pointed 

> 

qu€jti oiling and you s .11 give meanings to words that dp not necessarily support the mean- 

A 

ing you give them. Some are too indefinite to bo given the meaning you give them like 
"back" and "rnad.",_&pnio of those ypu quote even contradict themselves in wliat you quote. 

You are gracing in an effort to validate a preconception and tliat is the v;rong 
way to work qnd think. 

In your paper youaiy tliat "these inconsistencies" raie3 "the question of pos- 
sible photographic tampering, y/iside from tills not addressing wliat I t ink you should, 
whether or not there photographic tampering i£ a question ofi fact, not o^ theory or 
belief or suspicion. There remains th question, wta would anyone tamper witlp'iln to 
evolve wiiat destroys the alleged purpose of t’nat tampering, to evolve wliat destroys the 
official mythology the tampering id supposed to support. 


You / also s y, "If an occipital bone, did arrive..., " Sufcose instead tliat it 

A/ 

was ng?t tliat part if the lieud instead of assuring that it was? There are those who say 
it was not from tliat part. 

hi turning the pages I sow you quote. “obinson as saying tlio skull wound was 
"Directly bohind tli back of LhelieacL.Is t^at not in space? 

If you value your reputation 1 tniuk you should think this through other than 
you have. I repeat it makes no difference to mo. I'm past tliat in my work and will nit 
return to it. It also has no influence on wliat J liave published. 

Having t;ie boat intentions is no substitute of or pnpof and liaving biased, a t the 
very least sources, those with the same or smiZiar proeonepetions, more one who iiad been 
proven grossly and conscioual: wrong, is another liability as long ago i cautioned you. 

I hope you can bring yourself to be your own devil's advocate and also ask your- 
3 o]f if th. ro can be n|ay tiling relevant you do not know. Dent, Harold Weisberg 


